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Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, the city of Vallejo,
California has tried to use its water
supply facilities more efficiently, but
has been limited by a provision in Fed-
eral law that prohibits the city from
sharing space in an existing Federal
water delivery canal. The city of
Vallejo wants to wheel some of its
drinking water through part of the
canal serving California’s Solano
Project, a water project built by the
Bureau of Reclamation in the 1950s.
The city of Vallejo is prepared to pay
any appropriate charges for the use of
these facilities.

H.R. 1235 authorizes the Secretary of
Interior to enter into contracts for the
impounding, storage, and carriage of
nonproject water using facilities asso-
ciated with the Solano Project, Cali-
fornia. In addition, any Warren Act
contract affecting the Solano Project
will be conducted with full compliance
of all applicable environmental re-
quirements.

I urge an aye vote on the bill.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 1235 was intro-
duced on March 23, 1999, by the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. GEORGE
MILLER). The gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. GEORGE MILLER), our friend
and colleague, is, of course, the senior
Democrat on the Committee on Re-
sources; but he also represents Califor-
nia’s 7th Congressional District, which
includes the city of Vallejo; and, unfor-
tunately, he is not able to be with us at
this time.

The city of Vallejo has requested
congressional approval of its proposal
to use excess capacity in a Bureau of
Reclamation project canal to move
part of its raw municipal water supply
to a new water treatment plant. Legis-
lation must be enacted because a limi-
tation in Federal law currently pro-
hibits the city in sharing space in an
existing Federal water delivery canal.

Once this legislation is enacted,
Vallejo will be able to negotiate and
sign a so-called Warren Act contract to
wheel some of its water supply from its
Lake Curry storage reservoir through a
specific and limited part of the Putah
South Canal. In doing so, Vallejo will
be able to keep its current water per-
mit active.

The Putah South Canal serves the
Solano Project, constructed by the Bu-
reau of Reclamation in the 1950s.
Vallejo’s proposal has been carefully
negotiated by the Solano Water Au-
thority and other Solano Project water
users, including the City of Fairfield.
Vallejo is prepared to pay all appro-
priate charges for the use of this facil-
ity. There will be no cost to the U.S.
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Many California water agencies are
becoming much more accustomed to
using various facilities, some of them
Federal, some State, some private, to
facilitate the movement and transfer
of water more efficiently around the
State. There are both State and Fed-
eral initiatives to encourage more effi-
cient water use, and many of the var-
ious CALFED programs focus on im-
proved water management.

H.R. 1235 is part of that ongoing ef-
fort to bring some flexibility into our
water management policies while con-
tinuing to meet important statutory,
fiscal, and environmental require-
ments.

Execution of a Warren Act contract
to benefit the city of Vallejo will re-
quire full compliance with Federal and
State and environmental laws and reg-
ulations. We want to assure that no
damage is done to the steelhead fishery
that is returning to Suisun Creek or to
other resources.

The record of the committee’s con-
sideration of H.R. 1235 includes cor-
respondence from the Bureau of Rec-
lamation, clearly indicating that all
environment compliance requirements
must be met before execution of a War-
ren Act contract to benefit the city of
Vallejo. Those include the require-
ments of the National Environmental
Policy Act of 1969, the California Envi-
ronmental Quality Act, the Endan-
gered Species Act, State Fish and
Game Department regulations, and all
other environmental mandates.

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 1235 is important
to the city of Vallejo, and this legisla-
tion is not controversial.

I wish to congratulate the gentleman
from California (Mr. GEORGE MILLER)
on this important piece of legislation
and thank the chairman for his co-
operation and collaboration on this
legislation. I urge my colleagues to
support H.R. 1235.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. Speaker, I urge
an aye vote, and I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from California (Mr.
DOOLITTLE) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 1235.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the bill
was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have b5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks on the bills just passed, H.R. 862,
H.R. 992, and H.R. 1235.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from California?
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There was no objection.

ELECTRONIC SIGNATURES IN
GLOBAL AND NATIONAL COM-
MERCE ACT

Mr. BLILEY. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 1714) to facilitate the use of elec-
tronic records and signatures in inter-
state or foreign commerce, as amend-
ed.

The Clerk read as follows:

H.R. 1714

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of
Representatives of the United States of America
in Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Electronic
Signatures in Global and National Com-
merce Act’’.

TITLE I—VALIDITY OF ELECTRONIC
RECORDS AND SIGNATURES FOR COM-
MERCE

SEC. 101. GENERAL RULE OF VALIDITY.

(a) GENERAL RULE.—With respect to any
contract, agreement, or record entered into
or provided in, or affecting, interstate or for-
eign commerce, notwithstanding any stat-
ute, regulation, or other rule of law, the
legal effect, validity, or enforceability of
such contract, agreement, or record shall not
be denied—

(1) on the ground that the contract, agree-
ment, or record is not in writing if the con-
tract, agreement, or record is an electronic
record; or

(2) on the ground that the contract, agree-
ment, or record is not signed or is not af-
firmed by a signature if the contract, agree-
ment, or record is signed or affirmed by an
electronic signature.

(b) AUTONOMY OF PARTIES IN COMMERCE.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—With respect to any con-
tract, agreement, or record entered into or
provided in, or affecting, interstate or for-
eign commerce—

(A) the parties to such contract, agree-
ment, or record may establish procedures or
requirements regarding the use and accept-
ance of electronic records and electronic sig-
natures acceptable to such parties;

(B) the legal effect, validity, or enforce-
ability of such contract, agreement, or
record shall not be denied because of the
type or method of electronic record or elec-
tronic signature selected by the parties in
establishing such procedures or require-
ments; and

(C) nothing in this section requires any
party to use or accept electronic records or
electronic signatures.

(2) CONSENT TO ELECTRONIC RECORDS.—Not-
withstanding subsection (a) and paragraph
(1) of this subsection—

(A) if a statute, regulation, or other rule of
law requires that a record be provided or
made available to a consumer in writing,
that requirement shall be satisfied by an
electronic record if—

(i) the consumer has separately and affirm-
atively consented to the provision or avail-
ability of such record, or identified groups of
records that that include such record, as an
electronic record; and

(ii) has not withdrawn such consent; and

(B) if such statute, regulation, or other
rule of law requires that a record be re-
tained, that requirement shall be satisfied if
such record complies with the requirements
of subparagraphs (A) and (B) of subsection
(e)(D).
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